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The constitutional prohibition of imprisonment for debt does not restrict the inherent power of the court to enforce its 
lawful orders by imprisonment for contempt. 


One of the exceptions to the constitutional prohibition on the imprisonment of a person for debt is violation of a court order. ! 
Unless the debtor is unable to comply with the order,’ the constitutional prohibition of imprisonment for debt ordinarily does 
not forbid commitment for contempt.’ This is because the imprisonment is not for debt but for refusing to comply with a 
court order.‘ In a proper case, a court may, without violating the prohibition, impose a fine for contempt with an alternative of 
imprisonment.’ 


Under some authority, however, a contempt order based solely on a failure to pay a debt is void;° the prohibition against 
imprisonment for debt precludes a court from incarcerating a debtor for contempt for failing to comply with a court order’ 
even if the failure to comply with the order is willful.: Furthermore, an order requiring a deposit of funds into the court’s 
registry is not enforceable by contempt if any portion of the funds is for the payment of a debt.’ 


Although it has been held otherwise, it generally does not violate the constitutional guaranty to commit a person for 
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contempt for failure to pay over specific money or to deliver specific property in the person’s possession and within the 


person’s control." 
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